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Please Vote
Your Ballot Today!

JOTE ONLINE OR MAIL IT IN!

Registered users can vote online at
WWW.NFIB.com/MT, Use your NFIB member
number printed just above your name in the
top right portion of this baflot. It you're not
registered, visit NFIB.com to register today,
You can receive your next baliot via e-mail by
signing in at www.NF IB.com.

Please take a few minutes to vote.
The NFIB staff in the state capital uses

your votes on the state ballot to argue your
case in the legislature. © 2006 NFIB
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The Voice of Small Business®

EMINENT DOMAIN

L. Should the government’s power of
eminent domain be restricted to prevent
private property from being seized for
private commercial enterprises for the
purposes of economic development?

13 Yes ?‘/z

TONo 47,
1O Undecided 3 <7, i

Background: “Eminent domain” refers to
the government’s power to take private
property. The U.S. Constitution restricts
eminent domain to “public uses,” such as
for roads, parks or public buildings, and
sometimes for quasi-public uses, such as
railroad tracks and utility lines. But the
courts have steadily expanded the defini-
tion of “public use” to include economic
redevelopment projects where private
developers and large businesses benefit
from eminent domain, in exchange for
which the government expects higher tax
revenues.

Proponents of restricting the government’s
eminent domain powers argue that
acquiring private property on behalf of
private parties gives rise to abuse, and it is
generally unfair to those who lose their
property. Small businesses and small prop-
erty owners are disproportionately affect-
ed, and the benefits only go to a few
people. If government can seize property

because another owner could generate
more taxes, then nobody’s property is safe,

Opponents of restricting the government’s
eminent domain powers argue that eco-
nomic development is in the public’s inter-
est. They contend that redevelopment is an
essential tool for maintaining and reinvigo-
rating economic growth, which benefits
everyone. Without an expansive eminent
domain power, government officials could
not attract those large retailers and redevel-
opment projects that bring more jobs and
more tax revenues for the community,

PERSONAL INFORMATION SECURITY

2. Should legislation be enacted in
Montana to require those who store sen-
sitive personal information (including
government agencies, businesses and per-
sons engaged in business activities) to
notify state residents when such informa-
tion has been or may have been accessed
without authorization?

OYes &6 70
:ONo 2377
30 Undecided // % 2

Background: Legislation may be proposed
in Montana in the next session to enact a
so-called “Notice of Security Breach Act”
Such legislation would require any person,
business or government agency that owns,
maintains or licenses computerized data
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